
STOP 



Early Journal Content on JSTOR, Free to Anyone in the World 

This article is one of nearly 500,000 scholarly works digitized and made freely available to everyone in 
the world by JSTOR. 

Known as the Early Journal Content, this set of works include research articles, news, letters, and other 
writings published in more than 200 of the oldest leading academic journals. The works date from the 
mid-seventeenth to the early twentieth centuries. 

We encourage people to read and share the Early Journal Content openly and to tell others that this 
resource exists. People may post this content online or redistribute in any way for non-commercial 
purposes. 

Read more about Early Journal Content at http://about.jstor.org/participate-jstor/individuals/early- 
journal-content . 



JSTOR is a digital library of academic journals, books, and primary source objects. JSTOR helps people 
discover, use, and build upon a wide range of content through a powerful research and teaching 
platform, and preserves this content for future generations. JSTOR is part of ITHAKA, a not-for-profit 
organization that also includes Ithaka S+R and Portico. For more information about JSTOR, please 
contact support@jstor.org. 



RECENT IMPORTANT DECISIONS. 



Bankruptcy — Jurisdiction Over Partnership. — Pursuant to §S(c) of 
the Bankruptcy Act of 1898, providing that the court of bankruptcy which 
has jurisdiction of one member of a partnership may have jurisdiction of 
them all and of the administration of the partnership and individual prop- 
erty, held that a court having jurisdiction over one partner can take jurisdic- 
tion over the firm, without reference to whether the partnership is six months 
old, and whether there is any specific allegation as to the firm's principal 
place of business. In Re Mitchell, 219 Fed. 600. 

The instant case seems to leave little room to doubt that the existence 
of the partnership, as an entity, for any considerable period prior to bank- 
ruptcy, is not necessary to confer jurisdiction, provided, meanwhile, at least 
one partner has resided within the jurisdictional limits for at least three 
months. Nor is it of any consequence that the business of the firm was 
carried on in another state or district or that the other partners reside in 
distant states. Ex Parte Hall, Fed. Cas. 5919 ; In Re Penn, Fed. Cas. 10927 ; 
Whitson v. Parber Bank, 105 Mo. App. 605. But if the petition is distinctly 
based on the ground of residence or domicile, it cannot be supported, if the 
court be convinced that none of the members of the firm had been domiciled 
within the district -for' a sufficient period In Re Blair, 99 Fed. 76. But if 
the principal place of business of a partnership has been within a given dis- 
trict for the requisite length of time, the bankruptcy court sitting in that 
district will have jurisdiction of a voluntary or involuntary petition against 
the partnership irrespective of the fact that some of the partners may be 
non-residents. Cameron v. Canieo, Fed. Cas. 2340. And where the partner- 
ship has had its only place of business within a given judicial district for a 
period of more than three months before the filing of a petition in bank- 
ruptcy against it in such district, the court therein will have jurisdiction 
of the petition although during a part of that time, the only business carried 
on was that in the way of winding up the affairs of the firm by two of the 
partners, the others having withdrawn and retired. In Re Blair, 99 Fed. 76. 

Bills and Notes — Fraud in Esse Contractus. — Action on a promissory 
note against the maker, by an indorsee for value before maturity. Plaintiff 
alleged the note was given to the payee, an attorney, for legal services in 
divorce proceedings. Defendant alleged in defense that she had, while in 
poor health and affected by eye trouble, signed the note under the belief 
induced by the payee that she was signing the divorce petition. Held, it was 
error to direct a verdict 'for the plaintiff and not to submit to the jury an 
issue of fraud in esse contractus; for if defendant without fault signed a 
note, being induced to believe it was an. instrument of another character, she 
was not liable. First Nat. Bank of Shenandoah v. Hall, (Iowa 1915), 151 
N. W. 120. 

A person cannot be made a party to a contract without his consent, in 
the absence of negligence. So fraud or misrepresentation in the making of 



